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FINAL FIELD PROGRESS REPORT 


Survey of Workers from the 


Upper Ottawa Street Landfill Site 


Conducted by 


Hamilton Opinion Research Centre Ltd. 


The Upper Ottawa Street Landfill Study Committee provided 184 


names to Hamilton Opinion Research Centre for interviewing. 


However, I.D. #054 and I.D. #161 were not assigned since they 


were duplicates of names already included in the sample. In 


addition 7 individuals were declared as NOT ELIGIBLE and were 


deleted from the remaining 182 names. 


Therefore, within the 


range of Respondent Identification numbers from 001 to 184, 


there are 175 eligible respondents. 


The 7 cases deleted 


041 
063 
022 
090 
103 
135 
150 


Deceased 


Not verified as 


Never worked at 


being City worker 


or 


near the Study Site 


and declared NOT ELIGIBLE are: 


(different first name) 


The first interview was conducted April 22, 1983 and the last 
interview took place’ on May 18, 1983. In total, 144 interviews 
were completed in less than 4 weeks. The interviews were 
conducted on a personal face to face basis, mostly in the homes 
of the respondents, and averaged almost an hour and a half to 


complete. The completion rate was 82%. 


Each of the 175 eligible cases in the sample has been reviewed 
and classified into one of the following categories: 


A. Complete: (144) completed interviews were obtained. 


B. Refused: (23) would not grant an interview or broke more 


than one appointment with the interviewer. 


C. Health Refusal: (4) cases where the respondent cited health 


problems as the reason for not giving an interview. 


D. Not Available: (3) respondents were living in distant 
communities and were not available for an interview during 
the field period. 


Ee SUnavples to. Locate: (1) respondent moved and no forwarding 


address or telephone number could be found. 


The following reasons were offered by the 23 respondents who 


refused to grant an interview: 


Oll Ref MIGE Interested”, would not discuss reason 


014 Ref Has a part-time job and has no time for an interview 
O22 REL "Can't be bothered" with it 

O27" SRer No time -- wife is.sick 

043 Ref Verveantencd . He is about to retire and doesn't 


want to get involved 


048 Ref No time for an interview 


049 


050 
065 
084 


O39. 


EOL 
Ll6 


ee 


126 


148 


149 


£56 


162 


eZ 
018 


GOS 


085 


Ref 
Ref 
Ref 
Ref 


Ref 


Ref 
Ref 


Ref 


Ref 


Ref 


Ref 


Ref 


Ref 


Ref 
Ref 


Ref 


Ref 


Although somewhat incoherent, he says he is O.K. 
and doesn't need an interview 

Very insistent that he is not interested 

Hees Studyers (reno wses-=— “LT don’t know nothing” 
Just not interested 

Didn't want to be bothered with an interview and 


said he didn't know anything that would be helpful. 


Hoo busy working =—9 "i eqot no time” 
' tenOe iicereouecdw-— = Ts iaves no: ime -—— cant 
see any reason for Going this <= no thanks” 


Not interested and doesn't want to do it at all 
Somewhat hostile, didn't believe anything was 
confidential and didn't trust the study -- 

wanted nothing to do with it 

Mii ve “got Nothing to say about it; they gave us a 
dirty deal when they closed it" 

"I just do not want to have anything. to do with it-- 
I have been there very little" 

"Don't feel it is necessary -- only there 10 minutes 
at a time 

Says. ne Us 83. years old,..nasn’t the time, and 
doesn't want to talk about it anyway 

Cancelled appointment with interviewer and said "NO" 
Heard from someone else that the study has nothing 
to-do, With, the ite... Says. “study is: too dare and 
useless". He has not had a medical for years and 
all he has wrong with him is a little hay fever, 

but says there may be other health problems that 

he knows nothing about | 

Has talked to others who have been interviewed and 
feels interview should be done on company time 


Broke 2 appointments -- stood up interviewer twice 


the 2ollowing 4 cases are classified as refusals for possible 

health reasons: 

055° “Retr Seemed frightened and not in good health according 
to our Italian interpreter 

082 Ref Wife refused saying he was in the Henderson Hospital 


with Leukaemia 


184 Ref Doesn't want to go through with this -- has too 
many health problems and can't talk to anyone about 
anything. Interviewer felt that this man sounded 
real dy ak. 

110 Ref Just out of hospital; set up appointment; postponed; 
then cancelled tentative appointment -- sick again 


Only 1 Respondent could not be located and 3 were not available 


during the time allowed for the field work: 


LA Moved from Smithville to Stoney Creek but no forwarding 
address or telephone could be located 

034 Away until the fall. Given address is simply a 
mailing address (brother's home) 

1 Oath Away for 2 months in Hungary 

164 In Gravenhurst at Fireman's School 


Of the 144 persons who completed an interview, 8 reported never 
having had any of the 120 health conditions described in the 
Questionmarre. Consequently, there remained (144-9) 136 workers 
eligible to be asked for consent regarding access to their 

medical records. In total, 117 (86%) gave the names and addresses 
Of their physicians (ana Hospitals) —— in addition, these 117 
workers (86%) signed a consent form for the disclosure, transmittal 
Or examination, or their Clinical records. “Only 19 persons 


refused consent. 


SUMMARIZED FIELD REPORT 


Interviews 


ies} (ey) fue) = 


Completed Interviews 
Refused 

Health Refusals 

Not Available 

Could Not Locate 


Total Elvi ble 
COMPLETION RATE 
(A =F X 100) 


Clinical Records 


ie! bs ©) tel te 


Consent Not Needed 
Eligible for Consent (A-H) 
Signed Consent Given 
Refused Consent 
CONSENTING RATE 

ee 0) 


144 


REVISIONS TO WORKER STUDY REPORT 


Hamilton Opinion 
RESEARCH CENTRE Ltd. 


1 Carolin Court 
Dundas, Ontario, Canada L9H 5P2 


REVISED FIELD PROGRESS REPORT August 9, 1983 
For Sunvey of Wokers Keport 
Dated May<27 7/1983 ~e: Upper 
Ottawa Worker Study 
CHANGES 
yaaa From fife) 
034 Not Available Refused (via mail) 
082 Refused (Health) Completed interview 
164 Not Available Completed interview 
185 Never Assigned Completed interview 
REVISED SUMMARIZED FIELD REPORT 
Interviews 
A. Completed Interviews 147 
B. Refused 24 
C. Health Refusals 5 
D. Not Avarlabile ik 
E. Could Not Locate a 
Foe Total. Bl1guble 176 
G. COMPLETION RATE won e a cae + 6 6 4% bcs 83.5% 
(AF X 100) 
Clinical Records 
H. Consent Not Needed 8 
T,. Eltqible for Consent (AH) 13:9 
J. Signed Consent Given 148) 
K. Refused Consent io 
Te GONGRIVE ING MRATEG ya ec sade at ees. 86.33 
(=n x OG) 


a a ee ee 


— 


Hamilton Opinion 
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TOTAL WORKER INTERVIEW REPORT 


Upper Ottawa Landfill Study 


November 30, 1983 


FIELD PROGRESS REPORT: WORKER AND COMPARISON INTERVIEWS 


I cr CEE EITEEn SSID SSIS SSSI SSSR 


ee 


(TSHECH 100) 


Worker Comparison 
Group Group 
Interviews 
A. Completed Interviews 147 133 
B. Refused 24 47 
Cc Health Refusals 3 3 
D, JNot Available il Z 
E Could Not Locate a3 2 
-) F. Total Eligible 176 187 
G. COMPLETION RATE 83.5% ey eels 
(ASF X 100) 
Clinical Records 
H. Consent not Needed 8 20 
i; Eligible tor Consent. (A-H) 139 iis 
J. Signed Consent Given 120 94 
K. Refused Consent aise L9 
is. CONSENTING RATE 86.33% 83.2% 


REVISIONS TO COMPARISON STUDY REPORT 


RESEARCH CENTRE Ltd. 


1 Carolin Court 
Dundas, Ontario, Canada LOH 5P2 


REVISED FIELD PR 


OGRESS REPORT November 30, 1983 


For Survey of Comparison Group 
Report Dated August 15, 1983 


re: Upper Ottawa 
Additio 


IID Status 


383 Complete 
384 Complete 
385 Complete 
386 Complete 
Sa.2 Refused 
386 Refused 


REVISED 


Worker Study 
ns to Previous Report 


Details 


(Retired--suburbs) 

(Retired--suburbs) 

(Retired--suburbs) 

(Retired--suburbs) 

"Tt has nothing to do with me” 

"Call me when it rains"--later "Too busy" 


SUMMARIZED FIELD REPORT 


Interviews 
A. Completed Interviews 33 
B. Refused 477 
C. Health Refusals 8 
D. Not Available 2 
Be. Could Not Locate ie 
Po Local Bligtble LS? 
Gea) COMPLETION RATE. 4 3 sss « [Aree 
(ASF X 100) 
Clinical Records 
H. Consent Not Needed 20 
tT, "Eligible for Consent (A-H) 3 
J. Signed Consent Given 94 
K. Refused Consent Sg ; 
L. CONSENTING RATE. ccs cece nen esic Sovece 


(trie x 100) 


SUPPLEMENT TO COMPARISON STUDY REPORT 


Hamiiton Opinion (Retired from Hamilton) 
@RESEARCH CENTRE Ltd. 


Yorkdale Place - Suite 10 
33 King Street East, 
Dundas, Ontario, Canada, L9H 5R1 February 28, 1984 


REVISED FIELD PROGRESS REPORT 


For Survey of Comparison Group 
Report Dated November 30, 1983 
re: Upper Ottawa Worker Study 


An additional 48 names of persons retired from the City of 
Hamilton were assigned to interviewers to supplement a sub-sample 
of 6 names of retired workers from the Suburbs previously reported 
in the November 30, 1983 report. In total, 31 interviews were 
completed from the 48 names provided; the first of these took place 
January 31, 1983 and the last took place February 16, 1984. A 
summary report appears below and a detailed description of each 
case appears on the next page. 


REVISED SUMMARIZED FIELD REPORT 


. Reported © Hamilton Retired 
Interviews Nov. 30/83 Supplement 
A. Completed Interviews 133 . 31 i |e 
® 7 x’? 
B. Refused 47 10 
7 
C. Health Refusals 3 4 
D. Not Available Z 2 " 
E. Could Not Locate 4 pe $ 
eit 
F. Total Eligible 187 48 Oe: Se 
G. COMPLETION RATE ..... 71.122 Pe 
(A z+ F X 100) a ae 
Clinical Recoricn 
H. Consent Not Needed 20 Z Qe 
a 29 | Y ) 
I. Eligible for Consent (A-H) 113 
‘| 
J. Signed Consent Given 94 25% 
as 
K. Refused Consent 19 4 
ling CONSENTING RATE ...- 83.19% 


2 Clavee Xe.100) 


*kIncludes wife ‘yho signed 
for husband who; could not 
physically sign--this 
might not be acceptable 


? 
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SUPPLEMENT TO COMPARISON STUDY REPORT 


a Hamilton Opinion (Retired from Hamilton) 
RESEARCH CENTRE Ltd. 


Yorkdale Place - Suite 10 
33 King Street East, 
Dundas, Ontario, Canada, L9H 5R1 February 28, 1984 


REVISED FIELD PROGRESS REPORT 


For Survey of Comparison Group 
Report Dated November 30, 1983 
re: Upper Ottawa Worker Study 


An additional 48 names of persons retired from the City of 

Hamilton were assigned to interviewers to supplement a sub-sample 
of 6 names of retired workers from the Suburbs previously reported 
in the November 30, 1983 report. In total, 31 interviews were 
completed from the 48 names provided; the first of these took place 
January 31, 1983 and the last took place February 16, 1984. A 
summary report appears below and a detailed description of each 
case appears on the next page. 


REVISED SUMMARIZED FIELD REPORT 


Reported Hamilton Retired 
Interviews Nov. 30/83 Supplement 
9 A. Completed Interviews L33 Sal 

B. Refused 47 10 

C. Health Refusals 3 4 

D. Not Available Zz 2 

E. Could Not Locate ee. ese 

Ro Vota cli gible 187 48 

CG. COMPLETION RATE ....-- JieeZe 

(A + F X 100) 

Clinical Records 

H. Consent Not Needed 20 2 

I. Eligible for Consent (A-H) 113 29 

34 Signed Consent Given 94 25% 

K. Refused Consent 19 4 

Ls CONSENTING RATE .... 83.19% 


3 (i. el x 100) 
*Includes wife who signed 
for husband who could not 
= physically sign--this 
might not be acceptable 


DETALLED BREAKDOWN: Hamilton Retired Supplement 


Compuccem lol, caces) 1D. numbers 368; 3905. 391% 392% 3953 396; 397; 
Bo oce HO AOS. 404s 408s “4105 41 is 4s G53 4190: 4208 421; 
Pe ae ete yas MO VaeZos, 4a0s 4312 432% 433° 454%) 435; 


Refused 

389 "80 years old -- don't want to be bothered by anyone" 

394 would not give reason for refusal 

399 76 yrs. old -- not interested in "Pollution" -- don't want to 


talk to anybody about health or work 
400 was "going to be very busy for the next little while" 


402 says he is too old and not interested 

405 "I'm 80 years old -- too old to bother with that" 

406 "T worked for the City for 22 years; I liked my job; I'm not 
looking for work" 

409 "Nothing would be done to improve anything" -- claims he "would 
get too angry 

417 Lives over a tavern -- unwilling to be interviewed elsewhere 


429 Does not have time 


Possible Health Refusals 


393 has had a few strokes -- in hospital more than out since Oct. 
414 "? just do not feel very good” 
418 Alzheimer Disease -- would not be able to answer questions 


429 claims the interview "would be too difficult" for him 
Not Available - Gone South 


413 Unable to interview; gone South 
416 Unable to interview; gone South 


Could Not Locate 


407 Numerous attempts -- could not locate 


AL) PREVI bt K Bye 


SUPPLEMENT TO COMPARISON STUDY REPORT 


Hamilton Opinion (Retired from Hamilton: Chart Abstractions, 


RESEARCH CENTRE Ltd. 


Yorkdale Place - Suite 10 
33 King Street East, 
Dundas, Ontario, Canada, L9H 5R1 May 22, 1984 


REVISED FIELD PROGRESS REPORT 


Fou Update of Chart Abstraction 
Report Dated December 2, 1984 
rex Upper Ottawa Worker Study 


An additional 33 charts were assigned on April 16, 1984 to be 
reviewed £Lor 25 patients. In total, 26 charts representing 22 
patients were abstracted between April 26 snd May 17 by 3 Nurse 
Abstractors who had worked on the earlier portion of your Worker 


Stald y The reasons for the incomplete cases are: 
Peavtacixesm te PHYS ici-an 
eri 1 ORs Reason 
390 666 Doc. had not seen patient in 20 years and 
no Lleonger has the -charet. (Doc. 563 was 


completed.) 


396 668 Patient declined review after Doc. called 
patient. 
398 614 Doc. could not remember patient and did 
not, nave Ghar. (Docs. 669 & 670 completed) 
424 505 Doc. never had this patient (Dec. 598 was 


completed) 


430 SoZ Doc. forwarded chart elsewhere 

430 674 Doc. called patient -- patient then withdrew 
consent 

431 606 Doc. keeps charts only 5—/ years. Chart no 


fonger in office: 
No chart was reviewed for patient #396; #430; #431. 


We completed at least 1 chart review for 22 of the 25 patients assigned. 


Page 2 


In order that you may update your records, we provide you with 
the folowing descriptions for each patient [.D:. 


Ghar rs Charts 
lobe Assigned Completed 
388 1 t 
390 Daa 1 
391 1 Be 
395 3 3 
396 a 0 
oO 1 1 
398 5 oi 
401 2 z 
403 a A 
410 L 1 
4A: 1 1 
412 a: 1 
415 ak _ 
420 a 1 
O21 + 1 
424 Z i 
425 Ai T 
426 1 2 
428 a 1 
430 ie 0 
431 1 0 
Hoe L £ 
aon iL aa 
434 1 E 
435 wy 1 
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FIELD PROGRESS REPORT 


MEDICAL CHART ABSTRACTIONS 
FOR THs 


WORKER AND COMPARISON GROUPS 


Prepared by: 


Nick Sidoruk 


December 2, 


Ve hei: 


FIELD PROGRESS REPORT 


Medical Chart Abstractions 
On iene 
Worker and Comparison Groups 
from the 
Upper Ottawa Street Landfill Site 
Conducted by 


Hamilton Opinion Research Centre Ltd. 


A briefing meeting with our nurse abstractors was held on 
Septembem co, 208 lfand ayplior study started on September 27-- 
an total, le charts were reviewed--a debriefing meeting was 


held on October 7 to discuss the pilot study. 


A second briefing meeting was held on October 18 and the main 
study started up on October. .19. The last chart was reviewed 

on December 2. Therefore, all the charts were reviewed within 
a period of approximately two months. Siinee the pilot study is 
included with the main study, this report presents the combined 


final status of the entire field work. 


SUMMARY COMPLETION RATE 


Workers Control “Joeral 
KR. BRE least one medical chart | 


reviewed per patient ii thae 87 198 
B. No chart reviewed 9 7? 16 
C. Signed consent qiven at the 
time of interview 120 94 214 
De SUMMARY COMPLETION RATE 
(Peet iCiaX 9100: 92.5% 94.7% 92.5% 


From the above table it can be seen that at least 1 medical chart 
was reviewed for over 90% of all individuals who signed a consent 
form at the time of the interview. This wil), allow for 4 
validation check of the interview information to be attempted 

for more than 90% of the workers and controls who signed a consent 
SOT. (The consenting rates from the surveys of the worker and 
control groups were 86% and 83% respectively.) 


-l- 


The following is a breakdown of the 16 cases--9 workers and 7 
controls-- for which consent was given but no chart was reviewed. 
Workers 

007 Never assigned 


059. Doc. #545 was a Urologist in St. Chatherines--since the study 
excluded specialists this case was not pursued 


070 Doc. #539 — there was no chart in the office; although the 
receptionist had a faint recollection of this person, she 
could not pin point him 


097 This was a pilot study patient who moved to New Brunswick 
and took the chart with him 


117 This case was never assigned since the Doc. could not be 
located 


121 Doc. #557 no longer Had the charte—— tti.nas probably been 
forwarded to someone else or in storage" 


142 Never assigned 
173 Doe. #527 refused saying he “could be of no help” 


179 Doc. 7519 simply refused 


Controls 

232 Never assigned 

234 For this pilot study patient, the physician called the 
patient and the patient subsequently withdrew consent after 
being reminded that the entire chart would be reviewed 

331 Never assigned 

239 Doc. #664 called the patient telling him that the entire 
family's history would be seen in the chart. The patient 
subseauently refused. The physician would have allowed a 
a review if a new consent form were signed consenting to a 
review of the entire family's history 

359 Never assigned 


373 Never assigned 


386 Doc. #663 felt he "could add nothing to the study" 


for the tollowing 6 cases (S workers and I control), 2 G.P. 
names appeared on the consent form. However, these cases were 
all treated as single physician cases for the reasons listed 


below. 


Workers 


026 Doc. #590 retired and Doc. #535 took over the patients-- 
Doc. #535 was complete--this is treated as a single Doc. 
case and case is coded as Doc. #535 


030 Two Docs. shared the same chart--This pilot case is treated 


as a single Doc. case and coded as Doc. #587 


057 Doc. #573 and Doc. #562 share the same chart--this is treated 


as a single Doc. case and coded as Doc. #573 


147 “Doc. 4613.15 a Specialist (urologist) and should not have 
been aeclaned:. DOC. 57 1s aeG,. fOr ths patient. and 
was completed--this is treated as a single Doc. case and 
coded as Doc. #521 


175 Doc. #516 and Doc. #524 use the same chart--this is treated 


as @ Single Doc. case and coded as Doc. #524 


Controls 


213 Doc. #651 and Doc. #623 share the same chart--this is treated 


as a single Doc, case and coded as Doc. #651 


There were an additional 89 workers and 82 controls treated as 


single physician cases since they all had specified only one G.P. 


on their consent forms. Thus, in total there were 94 workers 


and 83 controls completed from single physician consent forms. 


For 8 patients who listed. 2 G.P."s on their consent forms, a 
chart review was completed for both physicians. Hence, there 
were 7 workers and 1 control case completed via multiple chart 
reviews (lps 076s Osa; 1347-140; 1515 1280; 183 and control 
#235) 


In summary then, there were 101 workers and 84 controls where 
the abstractions were completed for all G.P.'s listed on the 


consent forms. 


The following 13 cases (10 workers and 3 controls) gave consent 
for more than one G.P. At least one chart was reviewed for 
each of these cases. In one instance 2 charts ‘were reviewed 


for a patient who had listed 3 G.P.'s. 
Workers 


064 Doc. #508 -complete 
Doc. #535 -Doc. deceased 


O72 Doe. <1532 —complete 
Doc. #581 -had no record of this patient 


074 Dec. #5228 -—complete 
Doc. #576 -no longer a patient here 


078 Doc. #528 -complete 
#574 -patient took charts and left 


099° Dec. #537 -complete 
Doc. #507 -Doc. retired and did not keep records 


127 Doc. #584 -complete 
Doc. #554 -no longer a patient 


144 Doe, #601 -complete 
Doc. #583 -chart was shredded 


57 SOoCe stole —cCompletre 
Doc. #598 -never heard of this patient 


158 Doe. #588 -complete 
Doc. #531 -never heard of this patient 


163 Doc.) #5604 -—complete 
Doc. #505 -no record of this patient 


Controls 


202 Dec. 
DOCH 
IDYOXS - 


Sia) IDS) ¢ 
DOCr 


COR: siBleyes 
IDYOXS < 
IDYexe) e 


#580 
#574 
#577 


#621 
#660 


#554 
#600 
#659 


complete 
does not know patient 
couldy note £ ime) .charc 


complete 
has not seen patient in years 


complete 
complete 
had no chart for this patient 


Worker study.) Paclid Report for Chart Abstractions 


Workers Controls Total 

A. Consent to review 1 chart OS 90 oS 
B. Consent to review 2 charts ‘bef 3 20 
Cc. “Consent. to review 3 charts 0 1 ii 
D. Number of patients who gave 20 94 214 

Consent oe 
EB. total number of charts L137 99 236 

consented for 
Pw wlotau number vor all charts 118 89 207 

reviewed 
G. Overall chart completion rate 36.1.3 89.9% 87.8% 

(F + E X 100) 

He = single Doc. cases: “complete 94 83 ea 7, 
i. "“Maltiple Doc. scases: 

2 charts complete-2 Docs. listed a 1 8 
J. Multiple Doc. cases: 

i chart complete- Q@ Doc. listed 10 2 a2 
K. Multiple Doc. cases: 

2 charts complete-3 Docs. listed 0 i it 
L. At least 1 chart reviewed per 

patient ale 87 198 
M. SUMMARY COMPLETION RATE 92.53% 94.73% 92 0% 


Cina S700) 


Note *#184 was abstracted but not coded since there was no 
questionnaire information for this person--therefore 208 
charts were abstracted in total 


:#186 was not abstracted since the physician only saw this 
patient for a motor vehicle accident many years ago and 
the records were not readily available--also there was no 
questionnaire information for this person 


:For 16 cases (9 workers and 7 controls), there was no 
medical chart data abstracted 


ACCOPRESS* 


25071 —  BLACK/NOIR — 8G2507 
25072 — BLUE/BLEU — BU2507 
25078 — RED/ROUGE — BF2507 
95075 — GREEN/VERT — BP2807 
95074 — GREY/GRIS  — BD2507 
25073 — R.BLUE/BLEUR. — BB2507 
95079 — X.RED/ROUGEX. — BX2507 
25070 — YELLOW/JAUNE — BY2507 
25077 — TANGERINE = BA2507 


‘ ACCO CANADIAN COMPANY LIMITED 
COMPAGNIE CANADIENNE ACCOLIMITEE 
TORONTO _ I Lato 
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